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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-23 are presented for examination. Claims 1-12 and 22 have 
been withdrawn from consideration. Claim 23 is new. Claims 13-21 and 23 
are examined. 

2. Claims 1-12 and 22 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in 
the reply filed on 10/21/2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 13-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peters et al. (6,377,950) (hereinafter Peters) In view of 
Ambrosini et al. (6,609,121) (hereinafter Ambrosini). 
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5. As per claim 13, Peters discloses a computer system to manage a 
directory server, comprising: a processor (116, fig 1, col 2, lines 25-61); 

a memory (116, fig 1, col 2, lines 25-61); and 

software instructions stored in the memory for enabling the computer 
system under control of the processor (116, fig 1, col 2, lines 25-61), to 
perform : 

receiving a Lightweight Directory Access Protocol request from a client 
computer to a front-end portion (116, fig 1); 

processing the Lightweight Directory Access Protocol request to create 
a front-end call (116, 120, fig 1, col 3, lines 38-41); 

sending the front-end call to a back-end portion (118, fig, col 3, lines 
39-45); 

processing the front-end call using a default database function to produce a 
result (116, fig 1, col 1, lines 36-47; col 3, lines 45-59), wherein the default 
database function comprises a mapping tree (Directories are organized in 
an object-oriented and hierarchical way; Information about a real- world 
object is stored in the entry that represents this object in the directory; To 
mirror the relationships of their respective objects, entries are organized in a 
tree structure, col 1, lines 29-37) portion to identify a location of information 
stored in the back-end (performing full import from the directory server, 
118, fig 1, col 6, lines 49-64 portion in response to the Lightweight Directory 
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Access Protocol request sent by the client computer (116, 118, fig 1, col 1, 
lines 36-47; col 3, lines 38-59, col 6, lines 50-64), 

wherein the back-end portion comprises a plurality of back-end plug- 
ins for database management (add-lns or plug-ins are Software modules 
that add specific features or services to a larger program or system, col 4, 
lines 61-67); 

passing the result to the front-end portion (fig 3, col 5, lines 3-13); 

and 

sending the result from the front-end portion to the client computer 
(fig 3, col 5, lines 3-13; col 4, line 61 discussion contd. col 5). 
While Peters discloses the system substantially as claimed, Peters does not 
disclose the terms tree, mapping, and plug-ins. Nonetheless, tree, mapping 
tree, and backend plug-ins known term in the directory services art as 
evidenced by Ambrosini. In similar art, Ambrosini discloses directory 
assistance system can map the data contained in the DA system into an 
LDAP schema tree-like structure (col 8, lines 33-44); LDAP provides plug-in 
architecture which permits a third party provider to integrate services into 
an LDAO server. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Peters 
and Ambrosini. The motivation would have been developing Integrated 
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Directory Services System wliicli automatically propagates the clianges to 
tfie other database to maintain the consistency and integrity of the data. 

6. As per claim 14, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 

13, above. 

7. As per claim 15, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 

14, above. In addition, Peters discloses managing communication by the 
front-end portion between server-side software and a directory client 
program stored on the client computer (116, fig 1, see discussion, col 6, 
lines 65-67, cont. col 7). 

8. As per claim 16, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
14, above. In addition, Peters discloses managing the directory server 
system using a graphical user interface bacl<ed by an administrative server 
(118, fig 1, central administration point, col 3, lines 7-11). 

9. As per claim 17, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
14, above. In addition, Ambrosini discloses accessing and querying the 
bacl<-end portion from a web browser (48, fig 2) with a gateway 
(communication network, 10, fig 3). 
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10. As per claim 18, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
14, above. In addition, Peters discloses manipulating the front-end portion 
and the back-end portion with a plurality of database command line tools 
(elements of fig 8, col 17, lines 45-67). 

11. As per claim 19, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
14, above. In addition, Peters discloses reporting activity to a network 
console workstation by a network management protocol monitor (see 
discussion, col 11, line 5). 

12. As per claim 20, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
14, above. In addition, Peters discloses reporting activity (fig 8) to a network 
console workstation by a network management protocol monitor (see 
discussion, col 11, line 5). 

13. As per claim 21, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 

14. above. 

14. As per claim 23, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
13, above. In addition, Peters discloses wherein the core component 
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connection responder is configured to perform at least one selected from the 
group consisting of roles and class of service (see discussion, col 13, line 6). 

Condusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

U.S. Patent 6,587,874 teaches automatically configuring network devices 
using LDAP protocol. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A. Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272- 
3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained 
from tlie Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications Is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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